discretionary grants to seven states to operate restitution projects, and ; the same time the National Institute of Law Enforcement and Crimin Justice (NILECJ) awarded a 2-year contract (subsequently extended for year) to the Criminal Justice Research Center (CJRC) at Albany, Ne York. The objective of this "Corrections Initiative: Experiment in Restiti tion" was to determine under what conditions restitution would be an e fective tool in dealing with offenders in the criminal justice system. 1 1978 the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention initiated similar program and evaluation effort. Although these evaluations hai not yet produced outcome findings or final reports, the coordinated fun< ing of demonstration programs and their evaluation marked an innovatr strategy of "action research" at LEAA that merits further examination.
THE NATIONAL EVALUATION OF ADULT RESTITUTION PROGRAMS: GOALS AND RESEARCH DESIGN
The National Evaluation of Adult Restitution Programs (or Adult Evalu tion) was established to study, describe, and evaluate the financial restit tion programs developed in the seven states and, on the basis of its da analysis, to provide guidance for further research regarding financi restitution. The process evaluations are designed to provide informatic about the restitution decision, the ways restitution programs operate, ar programs' effects on offenders, victims, and the criminal justice system determine what works for whom under what circumstances and with wh costs. In addition, the evaluators are addressing such theoretical que tions as: Does restitution act as a deterrent? Is restitution a punishmen And does it facilitate rehabilitation?
The key to the evaluation is the use of an experimental design that ca for program staff to define the eligibility criteria for restitution and then randomly assign all eligibles to either experimental (i.e., restitution) comparison (nonrestitution) groups. Evaluators are following offenders both groups to the completion of their disposition conditions or th( discharge from the system and are seeking data on subsequent contac with the criminal justice system for those offenders discharged during ti course of the evaluation.
PROBLEMS IN IMPLEMENTING THE ADULT EVALUATION
As might be expected in an evaluation of an innovative program desigm as a number of field experiments at diverse sites, the problems faced the evaluators were monumental. In addition to the challenge posed by i quiring the evaluators to "conduct action research across the mileactivities and effectiveness of individual restitution pr< grams are few and flawed. To determine how restitution sanctions are bi regularity, program guidelines, the delimitation of the uses of these sentences.stitution as an alternative sentence that may limit the >pe and severity of court-imposed sanctions, restitution programmingion rate. Further analysis, controllingtimization Rates and Neighborhood Characteristics: Some Preliminary Findings. Paper presented at the meeting of the American Society of Criminology, Dallas, Tex., 1978.e Wolfgang et at. (1972) report. Cannot be retrieved from their published material.
